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FACULTY SENATE 
December 11, 1995 
1500 
The minutes oft he November 27, 1995 meeting were approved as distributed 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Call for press identification: No representatives ofthe press were present. 
2. Comments from Chair Gable. 
• The Chair asked Senators if they would like to have a consultative session with President Koob to 
discuss registration, withdrawals, and priority registration. 
• The Provost is creating a committee to examine Advising and has asked the Chair of the Senate to 
provide a member for this committee. The Chair asked Senators to e-mail suggestions to her. 
• The Interinstitutional Committee on Educational Coordination has requested that U.N.I. either approve 
or not approve the proposed 32 hour electronics/electronics technology articulation agreement between 
the Regents; Institutions and Community Colleges. After discussion, the matter was deferred to 
Unfinished Business. 
• The Senate will be conducting curriculum review next semester. Acting Assistant Vice President for 
Academic Affairs Bubser states that the curriculum package should reach the Senate by late January or 
early February. 
• The Senate will be asked to approve the 1997-1999 calendar. Patton indicates that the Senate should 
receive the proposed calendar by late January or early February. 
3. Legislative preview by Professor Pat Geadelmann, Director of Governmental Relations. 
• Geadelmann reviewed the legislative budgeting process. 
• Brochures and handouts about the University budget askings were distributed. The Performing Arts 
Building is the Board of Regents number one Capital project priority but funding is not assured. The 
Governor must recommend funding and the legislature must approve. 
• Geadelmann encouraged faculty to be involved in the legislative process. Faculty were urged to get to 
know their representatives, to communicate with their representatives, and to thank them for their past 
support of the University. She indicated that the Legislative Forums held at the AEA 7 Office were a 
good place to get to know the local legislators. · 
• The Senate expressed their gratitude for Pat's high level of representation ofU.N. I. 
4. Comments form Provost Marlin. 
• The Provost also expressed her support for the fine job Pat has done. 
• The Tenure Report and the Report on Senior Faculty Teaching Undergraduates will not be on the 
December agenda for the Board of Regents but the Professional Development Leave Report, covering 
both last year and this year, will be on the agenda. An Enrollment Projection Report that will be 
presented by Registrar Patton will project an increase in enrollment at U .N.J. in coming years. 
• The University Strategic Planning committee has reviewed responses to the Preliminary Draft of the 
Strategic Plan and is preparing a revision. The revision would be completed in January. 
• The addition to the Library will be dedicated this Friday at 11 :00 AM. 
CALENDAR 
580 Request from Chris Ritrievi, Director of Athletics, for the Senate to Review the Draft ofUNI's Gender 
Equity Plan for Intercollegiate Athletics. 
Lounsberry/Cooper moved/seconded to place the item at the head of the Docket, out of regular order. 
Motion carried. Docket 508 assigned. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
Lounsberry /Grosboll moved/seconded that the Senate draft an articulation agreement on the transfer 
of Electronics/Electronics Technology credits from Community Colleges to Regents' Institutions. 
Lounsberry/Grosboll moved/seconded to substitute for the motion a motion to endorse the 
Articulation Agreement on the Transfer of 32 Hours of Credit in the Electronics/Electronics 
Technology Program Area from Community Colleges proposed by the Interinstitutional Committee 
on Educational Coordination. Motion to substitute passed. The motion to endorse the Articulation 
Agreement on the Transfer of32 Hours of Credit in the Electronics/Electronics Technology Program 
Area from Community Colleges was defeated. 
DOCKET 
508 580 Request from Chris Ritrievi, Director of Athletics, for the Senate to Review the Draft of 
UNI's Gender Equity Plan for Intercollegiate Athletics. 
Primrose/Grosboll moved/seconded to approve the recommendations. De Nault/Rackstraw 
moved/seconded to substitute for the motion on the floor a motion to review the Draft of UNI's 
Gender Equity Plan for Intercollegiate Athletics. Motion to substitute passed. Amend/Primrose 
moved/seconded to amend the motion to request the Interinstitutional Athletic Representative 
convey the Senate's comments to the Director of Athletics. Motion to amend passed. The main 
motion, as amended, passed. 
CALL TO ORDER 
The Faculty Senate was called to order by Chair Gable at 3:35PM in the Board Room, Gilchrist Hall. 
Present: Mahmood Yousefi, Randall Krieg, Dean Primrose, Sherry Gable, Carol Cooper Merrie Schroeder, Ed 
Amend, Martha Reineke, Jerome Soneson, Ken De Nault, Paul Shand, Joel Haack, Andrew Gilpin, Barbara 
Weeg, Sue Grosboll, Phil Patton, and Barbara Lounsberry (ex officio). 
Alternates: Lora Rackstraw for Scott Cawelti. 
Absent: Surendar Yadava and Katherine VanWormer. 
MINUTES 
The minutes ofNovember27, 1995 were approved as distributed. 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
I . Call for press identification: No representatives of the press were present. 
2. Comments from Chair Gable. 
• Chair Gable asked whether the Senate would like to have a consultative session with President Koob to 
discuss registration, withdrawals, and priority registration. Senators expressed support for such a 
meeting. Chair Gable will put the matter as a calendar item for the next Senate meeting. 
• Provost Marlin is creating a committee to examine Advising and has asked the Chair of the Senate to 
provide a member for this committee. The term and charge of the committee has not been set. The Chair 
requested that Senators e-mail her names for consideration. 
• At the last Interinstitutional Committee on Educational Coordination (ICEC) meeting there was a 
request for U .N .I. to either vote for or against the proposal regarding the transfer of32 hours of ungraded 
University elective credit in electronics/electronics technology from Community Colleges. To do this 
we would need a motion to consider because we have not taken any action in the past. Provost Marlin has 
abstained from voting on the proposal at the ICEC because of the Senate's actions. The Provosts at ISU 
and SUI support the proposal. The proposal is scheduled to be presented to the Board of Regents with a 
request for their approval. Questions were raised as to the impact approval would have on U.N.!. Chair 
Gable referred the question to Senator (and Registrar) Patton who sits on the Regent's Community 
Educational Relations (RCER) Committee which originally approved the proposal. Patton believes the 
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TABLE 1 
BOARD OFFICE FY 1997 AND FY 1111 RECOMMENDATIONS 
GENERALFUNDCAPITALPROGRAM 
(S Thousands) 
FY 1997 FY1998 
General Fund Other General General Fund Other 
lnst. Bd. ore. Recommen- Funds lost Fund Bd. Ofc. Recommen- Funds 
In st. Project Priority POOrly dalion Recomm. Prioriy Request Pricdy dation Recomrq. 
SUI. ISU. ISO Fire and Environmental Safety i 1 S2,200 1 $2,845 1 $2,200 
IBSSS Disai:Hd Student Access 2 25 4 100 2 25 
AI Deferred Maintenance 2 3 3,115 2,3 18,418 3 3,085 
UNI Schl of Music Clsrm ~erforming Arts Cntr 1 4 7,100 $9,000 
w ISU Intensive Livestock Research Facilies 5 17,640 I 4 a.ooo 1 4 9,000 
SUI Biological Sciences Renovation I Addition 6 17,160 
ISU Engineemg Teaching and Research Complex 7 11,000 22,500 
SUI Engineerilg Modernization 8 16,225 16,225 
SUI Bio-Medcal Research and Education 9 2.000 3 28,000 5 25,000 $28,000 
UNI Lang Hal (AudlorkJm) Remodel 3 10 1,000 2 9,100 8 9,100 
ISU Giman Hal Adcion • Systems Upgrade 4 4,225 7 3,000 
UNI Physics B1iing Remodel 4 3 31500 8 300 
Total sn,as $47,725 $73,111 $51,710 $28,000 
impact on U.N.I. would be marginal. In the last 5 years there have been 13 students come from 
Community Colleges to enroll in electronics/e·lectronics technology, 12 graduated in 
electronics/electronics technology and I changed to a General Studies major. These students entered 
under an existing agreement between U.N.I. and the Community Colleges. Grosboll questioned the 
political implications to U.N.I. of not approving this articulation. Provost Marlin stated that we could be 
viewed as not being willing to work with Community Colleges. Lounsberry expressed that historically 
she feels that U. N .I. has been the leader in raising standards and she is not clear what the implications of 
adopting this proposal would have. Would it harm our reputation? Patton responded that he did not see 
this as harming our reputation. It would enhance our working relationship with Community Colleges. 
De Nault asked ifthe Board ofRegents approves the proposal will it apply to U.N.I. Chair Gable stated 
that if the Board of Regents approves the policy, it will apply to U .N .I. Grosboii/Lounsberry moved and 
seconded to approve the Electronics/Electronics Technology Transfer Articulation Agreement. De 
Nault called for a point of order concerning the appropriateness of making such a motion when the item 
was neither on the Calendar nor Docket. After discussion, the Chair stated that the issue will be discussed 
later in the meeting under Unfinished Business and ruled the motion out of order at the present time. 
The Senate will be conducting curriculum review next semester. Acting Vice President for Academic 
Affairs Bubser states that the curriculum package should reach the Senate by late January or early 
February. 
The Senate wi II be asked to approve the 1997-1999 calendar. Patton indicates that the Senate should 
receive the proposed calendar by late January or early February. 
3. Legislative preview by Professor Pat Geadelmann, Director of Governmental Relations. 
The Governor would typically make his budget recommendations on Tuesday, January 9, 1996, but 
because of uncertainty about the Federal budget, the Governor may delay making his budget 
recommendations. The Governor is not required to make his recommendations until the end of January . 
U.N.I. can only advocate for those items approved by the Board of Regents. 
Geadelmann distributed a brochure describing this year's budgetary requests. (Note: Copies of the 
brochure can be obtain from the Office of Governmental Relations). 
Geadelmann distributed the Board of Regents Capital Projects Priorities for FY 1997 and FY 1998 
(Table I). The U .N .I. School ofMusic Classroom and Performing Arts Center is the number one priority 
after Fire and Environmental Safety at SUI, ISU, and lSD, Disabled Student Access at IBSSS, and 
Deferred Maintenance at all institutions. 
This year will mark the first year for posting Iowa General Assembly information on the Internet. The 
address for the General Assembly is http://www.legis.state.ia.us. The Iowa Official Register will be 
avai I able at http://www.sos.state. ia.us. 
Geadelmann distributed the dates of Legislative Forums cosponsored every year by a consortium of 
organizations in the Cedar Valley. The dates are February 3, February 24, March 16, March 30 (subject 
to change), and Aprill3. These forums are held from 10:00 to noon at the AEA 7 Office, 3712 Cedar 
Heights Drive, Cedar Falls. Geadelmann encouraged participation. These forums are an opportunity to 
meet and discuss legislative issues with local legislators. 
Geadelmann distributed a list of the addresses and telephone numbers of local representatives and the 
Governor. (Note: Copies of the list can be obtained from the Office of Governmental Relations.) 
In closing, Geadelmann encouraged faculty to contact legislators. U .N .I. has received good support from 
our local representatives, both Democrats and Republicans. She encouraged everyone to get to know 
their representatives, to communicate concerns to them, and to support them. She also encouraged 
everyone to say "thank you" to our representatives. 
Lounsberry asked about funding for the Performing Arts Center. Her perception is that funding is "not in 
the bag". Geadelmann stated that was correct. Just because the project is number one on the Board of 
Regents' list does not mean the Governor and legislature will fund it. Last year, U.N.I. was the only 
institution to receive Capital funding. This did not sit well with ISU and SUI. They are lobbying 
vigorously that it is "their turn" to get funding. The Governor needs to balance funding for ISU, UNI, and 
SUI. This is just political reality. After the Governor, there is the legislature. There are a variety of 
opinions about the Performing Arts Center among the legislators. 
Cooper asked about funding for salaries. Geadelmann indicated that last year salaries were fully funded . 
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In the past, salary increases have not been fully funded. Money had to be taken from other parts of the 
budget to fund salaries. Preliminary signals are that the Governor will recommend full funding of 
salaries. However, there are rumblings in the legislature about salaries at the Regents' Institutions. 
De Nault questioned why there was no discussion or assertion of needs under the "Deferred 
Maintenance" section of the U .N .1 . brochure. There is just a heading and an amount. He would like to see 
more attention paid to maintaining the facilities we have. 
Primrose expressed the sentiment of the Senate in thanking Pat for the high level with which she has 
represented the University. She has made a great contribution and the University Senate is grateful. 
4 . Comments from Provost Marlin. 
The Provost expressed her support for the fine job Pat has done in representing the University. She 
encouraged faculty to participate by calling, sending letters, and expressing gratitude. She reiterated that 
the Performing Arts Building is the Regents' number one priority but there is no money until the 
Governor signs a bill passed by the legislature. 
December Board of Regents' Meeting: The Tenure Report and Senior Faculty Teaching Undergraduates 
Report have been pulled from the docket. The Professional Development Leave Report, covering last 
year and this year, will be presented. An Enrollment Projection Report by Registrar Patton will be 
presented. The projections indicate an increase in the number of high school graduates. This projection 
would indicate that there will be an increase in enrollment at U.N .I. A report from the Interinstitutional 
Library Committee will be presented. 
Strategic Planning: The committee met last Friday and reviewed responses to the Preliminary Draft of 
the Strategic Plan. The committee is now in the process of incorporating responses into a revised 
document. The committee expects to complete its assignment by January. 
The addition to the Library will be Dedicated this Friday at 11:00 AM. 
CALENDAR 
5 80 Request from Chris Ritrievi , Director of Athletics, for the Senate to Review the Draft ofUNI's Gender 
Equity Plan for Intercollegiate Athletics. 
The plan is to be delivered to the N.C.A.A. by January 15, 1996. Lounsberry /Cooper moved/ 
seconded to place at the head of the Docket, out of regular order. Docket 508. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 
Lounsberry/Grosboll moved/seconded that the Senate draft an articulation agreement on the transfer 
of Electronics/Electronics Technology credits from Community Colleges to the Regents Institutions. 
Patton stated that there is a draft of an agreement. He questioned whether intent of the motion was to 
rewrite this document or to support this document? 
Lounsberry/Grosboll moved to substitute a motion to endorse the Articulation Agreement on the 
Transfer of32 Hours of Credit in Electronics/Electronics Technology Program Area from Community 
Colleges proposed by the Interinstitutional Committee on Educational Coordination. Motion to 
substitute carried. 
Lounsberry feels that because there are few students affected that we are losing more than we are 
gaining in quality control by not passing the agreement. We lose more by appearing uncooperative 
than we gain by concern with quality. Amend stated that he had two reservations about this proposal; 
{I) It is a highly specific, very specialized proposal and (2) when is the next such proposal going to 
come to us? Reineke concurred with Lounsberry that this proposal seems rather innocuous and the 
students involved are probably committed to the program. However, she sees a whole line of potential 
programs that would require far less commitment on the part of the student. Community Colleges 
could use this as a marketing tool that this is a low-risk, minimal-investment program because they can 
apply these credits at Regents' institutions as free electives. We are then opening a door for 
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Community Colleges to open up their doors to take up more space in the four-year programs and U .N .I . 
taking up less and less space in a four year degree. She is concerned with what type of precedence this is 
going to set for other programs. 
Primrose stated that there is already an articulation agreement in place right now. He feels that future 
articulation agreements are going to present problems. Primrose would like to see us have more input 
on the agreements at the start rather than this cart-blanch approval at the end. Gable stated as a point of 
information that Mary Bozik, Patton, and Bubser sit on the Regents' Community Educational 
Relations Committee which initiated the proposal. Patton stated that this program has been in creation 
for five years. Patton requested that the Senate address this particular proposal. He stated that if one 
sees phantoms on the horizon to address them when they get here. 
Haack questioned if the Community Colleges use these credits toward their AA degree, would they not 
apply anyway. Patton stated that at present only 16 hours can apply. 
De Nault stated that the Senate has had the issue before it three times in the past. He objected to 
addressing it again at this time when it was not on the Docket so Senators and interested faculty could 
be prepared to discuss the issue. The argument presented in support of the articulation agreement is 
that it is going to be sent to the Board of Regents so we should pass it. He did not see that as an 
educationally sound argument to support the proposal. In addition, contrary to Senator Patton's 
comments, the proposal states that this is to be a model for future agreements. Furthermore, he felt that 
we should be careful about the courses we accept for credit. 
Gilpin stated that the objections are to this kind of program rather than objections to this particular 
proposal. I four goal is to state a principle, we should state this rather than just rejecting the proposal on 
the floor. Grosboll agreed with Gilpin and wants us to vote on this proposal. 
Haack asked about the appropriateness of accepting a quarter of a student's course work without having 
appropriate faculty review of the courses. He felt that more information is needed about the specific 
courses before we should agree to this proposal. Lounsberry asked Fahmy, Head of the Department of 
Industrial Technology, to address the issue. Fahmy stated that he has no reservations about accepting 
these courses for students on the program in his Department. Fahmy felt that this might open additional 
avenues for students to come to U .N .I. 
Chair Gable called for a vote. The motion to endorse the Articulation Agreement for 32 hours of 
Transfer Credit in Electronics/Electronics Technology from Community Colleges was defeated. 
DOCKET 
508 580 Request from Chris Ritrievi, Director of Athletics, for the Senate to Review the Draft of 
UN l's Gender Equity Plan for Intercollegiate Athletics. 
Chris Ritrievi was at the Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council which was meeting at the same time 
as the Senate and therefore unavailable. Jack Wilkinson was present to represent Chris Ritrievi. 
Wilkinson is appointed by the University President to serve as the faculty representative to the 
N.C.A.A. He expressed his thanks to the Senate for discussing the document today . . The University 
has recently gone through an N.C.A.A. compliance review. The review found U.N.I. to not be in 
compliance with regard to gender equity. Every other school in Division I which has football has also 
been found to not be in compliance. The ratio of scholarships for men verses women are thrown off by 
the number of scholarships offered for football. 
Reineke raised several issues: (1) The plan states "comparable" without defining what "comparable" 
means: (2) The scholarship ratio goal of60/40 is not in keeping with Title IX considerations which she 
feels is 55/45; (3) She wondered which survey instrument was going to be used to canvas the student 
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body to "determine interest and ability for emerging sports for women"; (4) She is concerned about 
weight training for women athletes. Anecdotal evidence indicates that some women athletes may feel 
intimidated. There is also a question about access to training and who is going to work with whom; and 
(5) The most crucial issue was scholarships. 
Amend questioned on page I the goal of otfering all sports offered by the Iowa Girls High School 
Athletic Union. He wondered why we are not taking leadership in offering women's sports rather than 
following? He further questioned why the Senate had just been asked to review the document when it 
was dated October 24, 1995. These documents need broad-based participation. The Intercollegiate 
Athletic Advisory Counci I should solicit broad input? He questioned the number of women now on the 
Intercollegiate Athletic Advisory Council. 
Lounsberry suggests that the 1998, 1999, and 2000 reviews should include students and faculty. 
Cooper does not see involvement of academia in the development of the proposal yet the proposal 
contains issues of hiring teacher-coaches. Her department provides the teachers and wondered why 
her department had not been consulted. She felt that the document needs to reflect an atmosphere of 
true interaction with athletics as an extension of education. She also questioned equity related to 
male/female coaches. She would like to see more female coaches to provide roll models for women 
athletes. She wondered about the statement concerning equal access to facilities. There are problems 
with the interaction of athletics and academics. This is particularly acute in the usage of facilities. 
Gable questioned the scheduling priorities for the use of these areas. The report states that the use 
hours should be adjusted. She wondered whether the Department of Health, Physical Education and 
Leisure Services had been consulted with regard to their usage and times? Do athletes have priority in 
use ofthe facilities? 
Rackstraw questioned the statement, "equalize the status and number of coaching positions for all 
comparable sports." She wondered what was meant by "equalize the status"? Wilkinson was not sure 
what this statement meant. It could refer to a variety of areas. Rackstraw questioned whether athletic 
scholarships came from tax funds. Wilkinson replied that most of the scholarships came from the 
U.N.I. Athletic Boosters Club. Rackstraw then wondered where the funds were to come from to 
increase the number of scholarships for women. Wilkinson replied that the Athletic Booster Club 
raises a little over $1,000,000. There are some scholarships for women athletes that come from the 
General University Funds. Gable asked what happens to the moneys collected from students in their 
student fees. Wilkinson did not know. De Nault recalled that student fees were pledged to help build 
the Dome. He wondered when the bonds were going to be paid off and what would then happen to the 
student athletic fee? 
Cooper stated that former President Kamerick initiated funding of a few athletic scholarships for 
women from General University Funds. The NISG Vice President for Academics stated that no 
student funds were supposed to be used for athletic scholarships. 
De Nault was bothered that the discussion has not addressed academia. He was troubled that high 
school, and younger, students in Iowa look to sports as the means to support a college education. He 
questioned the message being sent by the large number of strictly athletic scholarships verses academic 
scholarships. He would like this question addressed. 
Rackstraw wondered about support for the performing arts. She wondered about the time commitment 
by students in the performing arts versus time commitment by students in athletics. 
Reineke stated that Kamerick had funded athletic scholarships from General University Funds for 
women because private donations were not sufficient to fund them. This was done because ofTitle IX. 
She did not think it was the intent to fund these from General University Funds forever but to develop 
better methods of either obtaining private funds or a more equitable distribution of those funds 
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between men's and women's sports. 
Cooper stated that it is hard to convince women donors to contribute funds when they see fewer and 
fewer women coaches. Cooper questioned that if the plan was fulfilled, would men in the minor sports 
have meet their N.C.A.A quotas of scholarships or would only the women. Wilkinson replied that only 
the women will have met N.C.A.A. requirements. Under the plan, women's softball would be fully 
funded whereas men's baseball would not. The only sport not funded for either the women or men 
would be swimming. Lounsberry asked why swimming? Wilkinson replied it was because of the large 
number of swimmers at U.N.!. It was felt that it would be unfair for only a few swimmers to have 
scholarships while most did not. 
Primrose/Grosboll moved/seconded to approve the recommendations. De Nault/Rackstraw 
moved/seconded to substitute for the motion a motion to review the Draft of UN l's Gender Equity Plan 
for Intercollegiate Athletics. After discussion, the motion to substitute carried. 
Amend/Primrose moved/seconded to amend the motion to request the Interinstitutional Athletic 
Representative to convey the Senate's comments to the Director of Athletics. Motion to amend carried. 
The main motion, as amended, carried. 
579 Requirement that all bachelor's degrees have a complementary minor. 
Amend/Haack moved/seconded to delay discussion until such time that Senator Crownfield can attend 
a Senate meeting. Motion carried. 
ADJOURNMENT 
Primrose/Y ousefi moved/seconded to adjourn. Motion carried. The Senate adjourned at 5:00PM 
Respectfully submitted, 
¥-,;nid j . ta!t~ 
Kenneth J. De Nault, Secretary 
University Faculty Senate 
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